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PAPER 

WHICH WAS CIRCULATED, BY THE BISHOP 's DESIRE, AMONG THE MEMBERS 
OF THE SYNOD BEFORE THE DAY APPOINTED FOR ITS MEETING; 

And which contains the Resolutions which were unanimously adopted by the Synod; 

and which the Synod Clerk was instructed to communicate to the 

Clergy of the Diocese of St. Andrews^ Sfc, 



The Dean of St. Andrews haviDg communicated (through the 

^ Clerk) to the several Members of the Synod a printed statement of 

what passed at the Synod recently held at Dundee ; — ^the Bishop of 

Glasgow and Galloway is disposed to recommend to the Diocesan 

Synod the adoption of Resolutions to the following effect : — 

Resolved, — 

1. That the communication from the Synod of the Diocese of St. 
Andrews be respectfully acknowledged. 

2. That from the Rubrics prefixed to the office for the administra- 
tion of the Holy Communion, and from other authoritative declarations, 
it is plain that, in the judgment of the church, the right to receive the 
Holy Communion is confined to those who are bona fide members of 
the church ; and that the question who are, and who are not, Ixma 

fide members of the church, must ultimately be decided by the proper 
ecclesiastical authority, and does not depend on the private judgment, 
as to their own fitness and qualifications, of those who seek com- 
munion. 

3. That many instances have occurred, from time to time, to show 
that this rule of discipline is far from being the dead letter which 
some have assumed it to be; and that, without adverting more 
directly to the book which, under certain qualifications, was com- 
mended by their Bishop to the Diocesan Synod of St. Andrews, the 
foregoing Resolutions are adopted by this Synod as the expression of 
opinion, which seems to them to be called for by the circumstances 
of the case, and be conveyed to their brethren of the Diocese of St. 
Andrews as the reply to their communication. 



ADDRESS OF THE BISHOP 



O.I THB 8UBJB0T OF 



A EECENT APPEAL TO THE SCOTTISH CLERGY.* 



In recommending to this Synod the adoption of certain resolutions, 
which, by my desire, have been circulated among its members, with 
reference to the communication which we have received from the 
Synod of the diocese of St. Andrews, I think it well to follow the 
example of the Warden of Trinity College, and commit to writing the 
few remarks which I feel it my duty to make on a subject of much 
delicacy as well as of importance, in order that I may be sure that 
the words which I may use on this occasion may be those to which I 
should deliberately wish to commit myself. 

We have then, severally, (including the Synod Clerk,) received from 
the Dean of St. Andrews, a printed pamphlet containing certain 
resolutions which were passed by a special Synod of that diocese. In 
March, at Dundee, and also containing the address delivered by the 
Warden in proposing those resolutions ; which refer to an appeal 
officially presented to that Synod, and recommended to them (with 
special reference to one particular question,) by their Bishop, in an 
advertisement dated at Peterhead, Dec. 29, 1848, officially signed by 
the Bishop, and prefixed to a volume containing the appeal itself, 
together with an historical narrative of the circumstances which led 
to it, and matters illustrative of the transactions therein related. 

The appeal itself is not, as yet, formally presented to us ; but the 

* Althoagh this Appeal was not at this time formally presented to the Synod 
of the Diocese of Glasgow and Ghilloway, the Bishop thought it expedient that, 
in recommendiog the preceding Besolntions to the consideration of his clergy^ 
he shonld state to them his opinion as to the legitimacy of that Appeal ; and it 
was the wish of the Synod, as well as of himself, that the Address should be 
printed, with a view to a consideration, at a fature Synod, of the question 
whether the Appeal be legitimate or not. 
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Synod Clerk has received a note from the appellant, ezplainmg his 
reasons for not doing so, to which I will presently refer ; and though it 
is not formally before us, yet as we have private information of its 
terms and the circumstances under which it has arisen, I think that 
you will naturally wish to know the view which your Bishop is disposed 
to take of it ; and, indeed, that it is on many accounts desirable that 
I should lay my opinion before you ; not (you may be sure) from any 
over- weening confidence in my own judgment, but with a view to a 
fair consideration of the question by the whole Church, and by our- 
selves in particular; and that we may ultimately act as faithful 
guardians of the deposit of the faith, as well as with tenderness and 
justice towards our Rev. Brother, the appellant. 

It may be a question with some of us, whether we are bound in 
any way to entertain this subject, — whether we should not entirely 
pass it over and hold ourselves aloof from it ? 

I do not think that it would be expedient, or, indeed, that it would 
be just or reasonable to do so. In deference to the venerable Bishop 
who has commended this question to his Synod, (calling special atten- 
tion, indeed, to one part of it, but, as I understand it, intending in 
what he has said to include the whole matter of the appeal ;) in 
courtesy to our brethren who have communicated to us what passed 
at their Synod, with a view to the adoption of the same or similar 
resolutions by ourselves ; and I may add, in acknowledgment of the 
eminent zeal and ability which has been shown by the appellant, 
whose singleness of purpose and earnest self-sacrificing adherence to 
principle I appreciate from the very bottom of my heart ; — in respect, 
I say, to these considerations, I think it would be in the highest 
degree ungracious, were we not to entertain this question : and when 
we consider the somewhat startling fact, that the legitimacy of an 
appeal which involves some of the most momentous points of faith 
and practice, has been affirmed by two diocesan Synods of our Church, 
it would, I think, be very unreasonable if we were to separate without 
my having endeavoured to aid myself as well as you in arriving at 
some just conclusion on the subject. 

The next question, then, for our consideration is, whether we can 
adopt the same resolutions which were very ably proposed by the 
Warden of Trinity College, and unanimously adopted by the St. 
Andrew's Synod? (It may not be known to all of you, that a similar 
resolution as to the legitimacy of the appeal has been passed by the 
Synod of Ross and Moray.) 
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So far am I from being able to recommend to you tbe adoption of this 
very important resolution, tbat if it were necessary for me at this moment 
to give an opinion on the subject, it would be in direct contradiction 
to that proposition. If forced to give an opinion at this moment one 
way or other, I should be bound to say that I do not think that this 
appeal (meaning thereby what the appellant means by it,) has legiti- 
mately arisen. In a private conversation with the appellant, I ' 
informed him that this was the case ; but I added, that though it was 
out of the question, with my present opinion, for me to affirm the St. 
Andrews* resolution, yet that in a matter of great responsibility, 
involving many considerations which, to a great extent, are new to 
my mind, I did not wish needlessly to propose a direct negative to 
that resolution. I felt that with such an authority against me as the 
Warden of Trinity College, whose opinion has been adopted imani- 
mously by the Synod of St. Andrews, and has since been, to a certain 
degree^ sanctioned by the Primus of the Church, I might very pro- 
perly feel some mistrust of my own judgment ; at least so far as to 
be unwilling to recommend to you, at the present moment, an express 
negative of a resolution thus proposed and sanctioned. 

It was after a conversation to this effect that the appellant deter- 
mined (on his own responsibility,) to postpone the formal communi- 
cation of the appeal to this Synod. He perfectly understood that any 
indisposition on my part expressly to deny the legitimacy of the 
appeal, did not arise from any actual present doubt on my mind, but 
merely from some mistrust of my judgment in a case involving grave 
responsibility, and many questions which, to a great extent, were 
new to me, and in which I was opposed to persons for whose judg- 
ment I have great respect. It was, however, quite understood between 
us, that I should take occasion to state to you the view in which this 
question presents itself to my mind. 

In the first place, then, I think it should be distinctly understood 
whal is mekided in the (xppeoil; and what we shaU be strictly bound 
to discuss and decide, if the appeal is indeed legitimate. Many people 
seem to think, that because the Bishop of St. Andrews has called 
special attention to the question of '^ passive or non-passive Com- 
munion,*' this appeal is nothing more than an application for some 
decision on that subject by this Church. 

Undoubtedly this is part ^of the question. This portion of the 
question arises from the view taken by the late Bishop Luscombe of 
the case of a Russian lady, whom he felt it his duty to repel from 
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the Holy Communion. As he was then regarded as a Missionary 
Bishop of the Church, I should, for myself, have no difficulty in 
admitting that an appeal would lie to this Church from this decision. 
The appellant ought, indeed, even in that case, to he the lady whom 
he repelled, rather than the Bishop, who pronounced the judgment. 
It is urged, however, that the lady, having puhlic opinion on her side, 
and heing ahle to ohtain communion from other priests, had no ohject 
in appealing ; whereas the Bishop, who had felt it right to take an 
unpopular course, might naturally have wished for the support of his 
Church ; and as this consideration seems to me to have weight, I, for 
one, should he willing to allow the legitimacy of the appeal, if it were 
confined to this part of the question; and the principal resolution 
which wiU he suhmitted to you is framed to meet, to a certain extent, 
this part of the case.* 

The appeal itself, however, strictly speaking, is much more than 
this. It is nothing less than an application to this Church for its 
judgment on the 44 doctrinal and 48 disciplinary propositions con- 
tained p. 315 and following of the appellant's printed volume. If we 
affirm that the appeal is legitimate, then we are hound (as it seems to 
me,) in all honesty and reasonahleness, to proceed to a consideration 
of those propositions, which have heen anathematised hy the Rev. 
appellant, at the hidding of the Eastern Church; and either to sustain 
him in what he has done, as heing in accordance with catholic truth 
and the doctrines of the Church, or condemn him on account of it. 
Now, to say nothing at present of the disciplinary propositions which 
hear chiefly on that part of the case which relates to the refusal of 
communion to the Russian lady, the questions raised hy the doctrinal 
propositions emhrace a wide range of the doctrines of Christianity; 
in some instances involving the most positive assertions on points on 
which our Church has thought it wise and reverent to he silent ; in 
others, the authoritative declaration of the meaning of articles and 
ruhrics of the Church, which others interpret in a sense very different 
from that of which the appellant conceives them to he capahle. I say 
nothing of the truth or falsehood of the doctrines which are implied 
hy ana^ematising those 44 propositions. But this I say, that the 
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* It has also been suggested by one of the clergy of this diocese, that as a 
clergyman who should repel any one from the Holy Communion is directed 
to report that decision to the Ordinary, the Bishop might feel, that in appeal- 
ing, in this instance, to the Church from which he had received his mission, he 
was acting in the spirit of the direction in the rubric. 
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case must be strong indeed, to make it necessary for a Church, on 
the appeal of one or two inembers, (though one of them may have 
been a Missionary Bishop of the Church,) to reconnder a wide range 
of the most sacred doctrines, with a view to what would be eqidvalent 
to an authoritative enactment of articles or canons on points upon 
which it has hitherto been thought wise to abstain from such declara- 
tions, and the interpretation of expressions in which members of the 
Church, of various shades of opinion, have been content to acquiesce 
for three himdred- years. I do not say that we may not conceive a 
case in which an appeal might render such a course inevitable ; but 
at any rate I am sure that the result would be so disastrous, that we 
ought to be quite sure that the necessity was absolute, before we yield 
to it. If the appeal is, indeed, legitimate, then let us not shrink from 
its fair responsibility ; but let us see distinctly how great is that 
responsibyity, — ^how serious are the consequences of affirming that 
the appeal is legitimate ; and let us not hastily pronounce it legitimate 
without a careful consideration of the circumstances on which its 
legitimacy depends. 

Now it appears' to me that in order that any member of a church 
may be entitled to call on his church in this way, to affirm or deny the 
truth of propositions which he has been .led to anathematise, the 
occasion for his doing so must have arisen out of some transaction in 
which he has been acting as the authorized and accredited messenger 
of the church. It is obviously out of aU reason that a private 
individual should be able, by engaging on his own private responsibility 
in controversy with a foreign church, or by entering into relations with 
it of any kind, to involve his church in the necessity of adding as many 
articles or canons to those already sanctioned by her synod, as that 
foreign church may arbitrarily think necessary to show the orthodoxy 
of another. An ambassador must be acting in the mission intrusted to 
him, and according to the instructions which he has received, in order 
to entitle him to the support of the authorities at home. If he exceed 
the measure of his commission, and involve himself in relations with 
bodies to which he was not accredited, he cannot expect that the 
government at home will think itself bound to give opinions which 
might lead to most disastrous consequences, and discussions on the 
questions which, on his private responsibility, he may have stirred. 
In the present instance, it is plain that the appellant had no mission 
even from what was then the only Church with which he was connected, 
when he first went to Russia for purposes of private study. The only 
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question that can occur, is, whether his subsequent connection with 
Bishop Luscombe gaye him any such official character in connection 
with the Church in Scotland, as that he is authorized to appeal to us 
<m questions which have arisen out of transactions in which on Bishop 
Luscombe 's part, or on his own views of duty, he engaged. This 
will greatly depend on Bishop Luscombe 's mission and its limits ; and 
I own that I cannot see that several of the steps which that Right 
Rev. Prelate was led to take, were authorized by the mission which 
he had received; or were such as the Church by which he had been 
consecrated, was responsible for making herself a party to, on an 
appeal for her sanction. 

Bishop Luscombe 's position was somewhat anomalous and unusual. 
His letters of collation, however, appear to have been drawn up with 
care, and he was therein solemnly enjoined " not to disturb the peace 
of any christian society established as a national Church in whatever 
nation he may chance to sojourn ; but to confi/ne his ministrations to 
British subjects, and to such other Christians as may profess to be of 
a Protestant Episcopal Church." This solemn injunction should, I 
think, have made him careful to confine himself, as strictly as possible, 
within the limits of his mission. It shows that the Church from which 
he received his authority, felt the liability to embarrassments which 
such a position would bring upon him, and in which she might herself 
become involved. 

Now I have before admitted, that on refusing the Holy Communion 
to the Russian lady, he was perhaps authorized to appeal to his Church 
for support. Not content, however, with such an appeal, he commis- 
sioned the Rev. appellant as his Clerk to Russia (indeed to all Catholic 
Bishops) for the purpose of preventing (if possible) the admission of 
this Russian lady to the Holy Communion by the chaplain to the 
British embassy, in the British chapel at St. Petersburgh. While in 
Russia, the appellant had '' official conferences '* with the Arch-priest 
on the subject of reconciliation, and the result of these conferences 
was, that at the bidding of the Arch-priest, he said Anathema to the 
44 doctrinal propositions before referred to. It was this act which 
gave occasion for his appeal. 

Now, let any one ask himself, whether Bishop Luscombe had any 
mission, much more any jurisdiction in Russia, or over the British 
chaplain there, acting, no doubt, under the license of the Bishop of 
London. If he thought it necessary to inform that chaplain of the 
case, he might have done it without sending his chaplain there. 
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Probably the most formal and regular procedure would have been by 
communication to the Bishop of London; and there Bishop Lusoombe's 
responsibility would h&Y^rv^jd* The Bishop seems to have felt his 
need of support from the C^rch in Scotland, for the appellant on his 
way to Russia, was to visit Scotland to obtain (if it could be had) the 
support of the Scotch Bishops. The mission, however, was not 
dependent on obtaining that support, and, in fact, the appellant failed 
to obtain it. 

A still more fatal objection, however, (as it seems to me,) to the 
legitimacy of the appeal, arises from the proceedings of the appellant 
in Russia. If he proceeded thither for the sole purpose of preventing 
the admission of the Russian lady to communion in the British chapel 
at St. Petersburgh, how did this mission authorize him to engage in 
official conferences with the Arch-priest on the subject of reconciliation 
to the Eastern Church ? or what pretence is there for his saying that 
because he had then been appointed Deacon to Bishop Luscombe, 
this unauthorized conference on the subject of reconciliation, and 
the act — ^to which it led — of anathematising 44 doctrinal proposi- 
tions, were on any such official basis in respect of the Scotch Church 
as that he has a right to appeal to our Synods ? 

Nor does it seem to me improper to remind you that the death of 
Bishop Luscombe, at a very critical period of this transaction, must 
be regarded as weakening any tie by which the appellant may have 
been ecclesiastically connected with the Scottish Church, and with 
this question in relation to ourselves. 

For these reasons, if I were called upon at this moment to pro- 
nounce an opinion, it must be against the legitimacy of his appeal ; 
but inasmuch as such questions as those relating to Bishop Luscombe 's 
mission, and the relation which he bore both to the Church which 
had sent him and other christian bodies, are new to us, and involve 
some difficulties, I am not sorry that the appellant (on his own 
responsibility) has postponed the formal communication of his appeal. 
In the meantime I submit to you the reasons which at present weigh 
with me. I am quite sure that in a matter of this responsibility, 
more time for reflecting on the validity of those reasons, and such 
arguments as may be adduced against them, will be felt to be very 
desirable ; and I shall be thankful to any of you who will, after due 
consideration, inform me of any flaw that may occur to them in my 
statement, and, on the otber hand, any thing in confirmation of it. 

It may, perhaps, be said, that such objections as these imply a 
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disposition to evade the responsibility of pronouncing a judgment ; 
and that it would rather be the duty of a Church (especially one that 
is unfettered by any connection with the State) to be ready to give 
a reply to any one who has even seemingly some ground for appealing 
to her opinion, thmto avail herself of such reasons as the case may 
present for questioning his right to appeal. 

It must be renaembered, however, that, the gravest reasons may 
exist, connected with the spiritual state of her own children, why a 
Church should refrain from adding to canons and dogmas which she 
has already decreed. We all know that the most serious errors on 
the subject of the Blessed Eucharist have been occasioned by attempts 
to define the mcmner in which those holy mysteries become the means 
of conveying to the faithful their high and unsearchable gift. The very 
highest sanction, moreover, has been given to the principle of consider- 
ing the religious state of those before whom any particular view of 
Divine truth is to be brought ; and instances will occur to every one 
in which our Lord, himself the true Counsellor and Revealer of secrets, 
withheld himself from answering directly the questions which were 
submitted to him. To my own mind it appears indisputable that in 
any case in which a member of a CJiurch, not in any way officially or 
ecclesiastically commissioned, has taken steps which have led to the 
stirring of questions, the discussion of which would appear to the 
authorities of his Church in the highest degree injurious to the cause 
of Divine truth and the spiritual welfare of the members of the Church, 
he must not expect to be allowed to force such discussion on his 
Church : and while the purity of his motives may be most cheerfully 
admitted, and the refusal to entertain particular questions may not 
be without results very much to be lamented, yet the duty of the 
ecclesiastical authority is to consider what is best for the custody of 
that portion of Christ's flock which is committed to its charge in the 
fold of The Good Shepherd. 

Before I leave this part of the subject, I would remark, that where 
communion between independent branches of the Catholic Church has 
been suspended through a long course of years, whether from mis- 
apprehension of each other's meaning, or even from mere infrequency of 
intercourse, and where either Church has in the lapse of time diverged 
considerably from the other in respect of ritual or discipline, it is but 
too likely that an attempt to revive communion will issue — ^through 
human infirmity — in more avowed estrangement, rather than in more 
acknowledged unity. This will certainly be the case imless a great 
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mutual desire is felt for the restoration of communion ; and unless there 
is not only a disposition to put a favourable construction on any differ- 
ences of practice or statement, but a well-considered conviction that 
such favourable construction can be put without any imdue violence to 
the plain and obvious meaning of acts or expressions. Hence it is plain 
that any attempt for a restoration of communion must emanate from 
the ecclesiastical authority in such Church. Should the Russian 
Church, by any Synodical act, make overtures to this Church for a 
revival of communion, it would then be our duty to consider the terms 
of such communion. In the meantime, we can rejoice in believing 
that that great branch of the Catholic Church bears witness to the 
same glorious creed which we confess, although it may not seem to 
us expedient to originate any overture on our part for a closer com- 
munion, nor could we sanction the act of a private individual in seeking 
communion in that Church, until through the Bishops and Synods of 
the respective Churches such conununion had been formally and satis- 
factorily restored. If, on the other hand, any member of that Church 
should seek communion with our own branch, the part of Christian 
wisdom would surely be to deal tenderly and discreetly with such a 
case; with a due recollection of the facts, that on the one hand the 
person so seeking commuion was the member of a Church which is 
considered by our own a true member of Christ's mystical body : and 
on the other, that our Church is in fact involved in the exconununica- 
tion of the whole Western Church by the Church in the East. 
. Although from such views as I have thus — I fear very imperfectly 
expressed, — I have been unable to recommend to you the adoption 
of the first resolution, which was passed at Dundee in March; (a 
resolution which seems to me to pledge that Synod to a line which it 
yet evidently hesitates to take,) I am thankful to see no difficulty in 
expressing sympathy and concurrence with our reverend brethren in 
the resolution which most directly contains their reply to the questions 
which were expressly submitted to them by their Bishop. The reso- 
lution which has been prepared for your consideration, is not drawn 
up in precisely similar terms with those which were used at Dundee. 
The difference has arisen from a wish on my part to meet the case 
which has occasioned the appeal that has been brought before us, as 
directly as my view of the circumstances attending it enabled me to do: 
and I should suppose that no member of this Synod is likely to dissent 
from the proposition, that the right to receive the Holy Communion is 
the privilege of true members of the Church; and that the question as 
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to who are the true members of the Church, must vUvmalelAf be decided 
by the proper ecclesiastical authority, and does not depend on the 
priyate judgment as to their own fitness of those who may seek com- 
munion. The only objection which I can see to our adoption of such 
a resolution as this, is that the affirmation of it by this or any diocesan 
Synod may seem to imply an admission, that it is possible to doubt 
what is the mind of the Church in a matter which is too plain to 
admit of question. At the Reformation, the Church abandoned the 
rule of compulsory confession ; but in no degree intended to relax the 
strictness of her requirement as to the faith and holiness of commu- 
nicants. Under the experience of the unspeakable evils which the 
rule of compulsory confession had led to, she contented herself with 
warning her children in the most solemn language, of the danger of 
an unworthy reception of the sacred mysteries; and with expressly 
prohibiting the admission of any to communion who had not been con- 
firmed, or who were not ready or desirous to be confirmed ; but she 
reserved to herself the right of repelling any notorious and scandalous 
offenders. And we shall do well to beware of any course which 
would, on the one hand, lead to relaxation of the holy strictness which 
is contemplated by the rubrics of the Church; or, on the other hand, 
lead to any thing approaching to that system of compulsory confession 
which, after experience of its enormous evils, the Church abandoned. 
With respect to viciousness of life, the Church seems to act on the 
following system : she warns any evil liver, that he come not nigh the 
altar until he have repented of his sins. She institutes no inquisition, 
however, into the secret conscience or private practice of those who, 
after warning, draw nigh; but in the case of any notorious and 
scandalous offender, she repels such a transgressor from the feast 
which he would profane. It has ^ seemed to me that we shall most 
nearly act according to the judgment of our Holy Mother, if we 
endeavour to frame our conduct, with respect to heretics or schis- 
matics, by a rule corresponding to her practice with respect to 
offenders against the moral law. We must not only use no expres- 
sions implying that the Church can ever tolerate the sins of heresy or 
schism ; but we must warn any who are guilty of such sins, that they 
are not " meet partakers of these Holy Mysteries. '' We are not, how- 
ever, to institute an inquisition into the secret opinions or unknown 
practice of those who, thus warned, approach. On the other hand, 
if any one, by overt and open acts of heresy or schism, has made 
himself 7U>toriou8 and sca/ndalous for such offences, we must not hesi- 
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tate to repel. This is the rule on which I have humbly endeavoured 
to act ; and though it is not to be expected, that in a matter confess- 
edly of great delicacy and difficulty, the course which may be taken 
by any individual will approve itself to the minds of others; I am 
thankful to believe, that I am endeavouring faithfully, as well as 
tenderly, to act according to the system of the Church, (so far as cir- 
cumstances enable me to do so,) and that I share the view of very 
many in whose judgment I greatly confide. May I add, that it seems 
to me that I shall be able to act most freely and usefully in the fur- 
therance of those objects which we all have at heart, if the clergy 
will abstain from pressing to a division such resolutions as some of 
those of which notice has been given. I believe that my Reverend 
Friend who has placed these notices on the paper, would, at my 
request, have withdrawn these resolutions; as has been done by 
another Reverend Brother, with respect to a resolution which he had 
intended to bring forward, and I beg to thank him for the ready 
manner in which he acted on my request: — I was, however, so unwill- 
ing even ixt seem to stop the freest discussion of matters of ecclesias- 
tical interest in our Synod, that I forbore from making any such 
request in this instance. It may be, however, that our Reverend 
Brother will feel, that the discussion for which he wished has been 
sufficiently raised by the resolutions recommended by myself; and if 
he should think it weU to withdraw those resolutions, at all events/or 
the pres&ntf I think he will act with a wise discretion ; though I do 
not wish to induce him to do so contrary to his own judgment. At 
all times, I trust, my Reverend Brethren will find me most ready to 
entertain and discuss with them such questions as they wish to bring 
forward in a spirit of candour and brotherly love. 
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